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c^ i Rnsna T^* 

(znfbr^ i^nm) 

3ff^ -^fNr ^uiTO 

M 1^^, 8 2011 

(TT«2tT^ Tnft^) 

f^m ; ^ tiTJT, ”3iTtiR, 'm, sit?^ tot % 

Tj^ % 315ra ^ ^ Pratfdd ^ dWf ^ 600 1250 

cIT^ 11T 311^1 4 ^ ■Rtelf 

^ (R^iiiirafe —arllm mRuiih i 


1TJT. U 15/16/2010-:5tlfh^,— XR (jrflrf^RITT 

1975 ^ (qrf^ ^ ttt 

TTTc^^?ft 3TS|^ 3?1%R<W ^ 3?T^cPJ, ^ PniHIcIcf], 1995 ^ 

£2TH ^ 5nf?j^ (f^ ^dc^MJ^tjid ^ "fFiT t) ^ ^ "im, 

^SINH, ■^%q 3T#cFjl, df^clK ^ ^ ^ 3Tqm 

^ ^ R^ylfad ^ ^cqr^r ^ 3?T^ ?T?dM 

^ Cf?^ ^ f^dld^ 24 2009 ^ 14/6/2008-^ ^ 1? 

^ IRT 3TTT^ 3tf^ uTm ^0|ld 3^f^Rjfx|d ^3T? ^7? t^TfcROFTcf^ 

20 2010 ^ 3Tf^RJrp7T TO 14/2010-^d)^jccb 

^ cFTPTT ^ 2TT I 


2143 GI/201I 


(1) 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I— Skc. 1] 


2. f^O, ^ ^ RRki (f^ i^r^’^q^xlfd 

^ t) ^ RPRT-Tm ^ TT^frf^ #fTT^^ ^1^ STf^rf^RfT 1975 ^ 
RfR-RPRJ T77 ^^IRmVRRT #Rrg^ tf^ (Rfel ^3Tf ^ ^ 

31^ ^[^Rcw ciTT 3ifcddH, RTT^ ^ arf^ RisjRr) Rritoc^, 1995 ^ ^ 

^ ^ TTtrr, ^3TTXTH, cf^rRR, 3T5f^, dl^’H, ^ 31'ARcbl 

(f^ ^d^tlld Wf t) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ RRfrf^ T^HcrRH 7^ c^ 

^ ^rfWr ^ 600 f^ ^ 1250 fM cT^ cTT^ cf^ f^H ^ 

Cfrrf cf?^ 4 1M ^ ^ cfTt^ ^ (cl^ wn %, ^ eRR 

^ RTWITR^ MI5T>iW ^ ^rR dcR ^^ftRRT MIcTd^M ^ ^£2TT^ 

^ ^^5>3n?r tg TR5 3TT^ f^ t I 3ITtef> ^ XRt ezfRi TfRp 
t ftrfT^r RiRfeiRsid arr^rNf ^ TT^tarr ^ arj^rei 1%^ rr t:- 

(^) Pi [5^ RpRF^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ■^Sft ^ ^fr?T^ ^ 1250 fM ^ #Pm 
c?^ SIT I ^ rft;sif ^ 1250 Ppft ^ #Prd c5^ if ^ 

PrgrR^ ^ ^ sf[ I ^ ^uitPRRt ^ vidiidH ^ ^ 1^ 
3TFIRf ^ ^ PRIT ^ RcRTT t [ 

(^) PRI W GdTTftd cRRT^ ^ ^ c^ STJ^ ^ ^ t sfR 

fcfRT^ ^ cf^, iqdcTTq'H 3fR ail^ ^ 3EJofdR I 3^: xj^lf 1250 

Pnft ^ xft^ ^ fcRn ■'di^dl I 

(^) sfR cRJ^TT SlflRjcRT ^ TON ^ ^ 3NrRr ^ 1250 IM 

3Nim ^ xft^ ^ ^dlldt ^ 1251 Pnff ^ 1300 fM cU^ Tfrf^ 

PRTT W ^ t sfR ^ TON TOd^Sp ^ TO NTR t I 

(^) TO?^ RT^TT P ^ ^ t N?T 1251 PPp 3ITO 3tpR ^ ^RtoT ^ 

Prf^ 1250 PnP ^^fPn ^ ^ ^ ^ t 3fk ^ ton MiedM 

^ TO TO t I 

(^.) TO TO % Wr TnpRFTOfft ^ BdllRd 1250 fM ^ Tft;?!^ P ^ + 50 
1M TO t I 

3. ■mPrro^ ^ 24 TORN, 2009 ^ 3(1^ ^ qRu|-R 3fR RTO5 20 

2010 ^ viTN^cki #TOJTO 3TPnqTO ^ 3 iPr^RrT PiTOTOTO Mld-T^W 

cfp TO4iqPr 'd'man ^ cin^ Rtof? 23 2010 to^viPtcF) 

Tj[\% cF?[ gJt, ^ TiNd ^ 7MMd, 3NrTerNN ^T TOlf^ ^ ^ sp | TRftaTT v3f?^fed 

TOdM ^[c^F c^ TOR ^ RtR To ^Pld t sfR ^tPT TOT 3TPR^TO3ff ^ 

^TF^sft ^ ^TtPiN Pro TO t 1 


h»i IWIl J#«i|i«|ll|IMI>’ l•■«MfMII■»M' 14 4 HI » l 


<M4»«IMI|II- IIIMW>4ftM»JH 



1] 




13. "jifsinn 

4. ^r pJHf^Rdd m ST^qTcH %2IT t:- 

(i) 5nto# ^ j^Hicb 23 2010 ^ ^ 

^qxHT ^ ^ ^ ^tiri4rn/"^dTciRll, ^ ^ ^ 

W 311Wcb1 3T^ Hxf^ ^aTc?>T^ ^SIT ^ sJil I c^ 

^ f%€7ff^ wm ^ 3Tq^ v3^ 3fhr f^f^d ^ f^mT^ ^ 

3ICTO cRT^ ^ 3rj?m trjt 2JT 1 

(ii) Pl^Hfcicfl ^ 3T5^ ^3lilTT ^ 3i^ ^ W^ 3TT^ ^FT 

W ^ Orf^W^dT C^ M c^ ^3W^>{i/^dTc|Ri1 ft^^TleffecI W 

^ 3?^ fl?T^ ^myV^ ^ SIT:- 


1) ftbTc^'^ 

2) f^., 

3) %g==#efr#3r fWffepT, ft-^H'iPf 

4) cf^l^T 

5) cr>M^4i 

6) ^ ^0 f^o, cbiR-yi 

7) ^ ^ cf7rf^4T 

8) Tfte (^J^). dlllcIH 

9) ^ 

10) ^!^H 

11) 3f##m 

12) feRTHvjfT7T ^ tttjt 

13) cJ>tcF^ (ifl^cir^) f^O, 3T^ 

14) ^ 'dT^Wr ■'^c^''^ ^0 f^O ^) #^T ^ tttjt 

15) fe^ ^[^1 (k'dc^) f^O, ?fWFT 

16) [^idf^H dl^Jli^l fe?t^3{PT TO f^O, ^ 

17) ^m^, cJTtf^ 

18) MV'l^d. cf^f^i 

19) fSf TOfl^. 

20) 2IT^Rn%y ufT^t 

21) 3TT^oR (3^TO ^ ^f^mn) 
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[Part 1—Sec. 1 ] 


23) ^ cTf^leHT^ 

24) Xru^ TTTfrf^P^ 

25) ^ ^ (cFTfCT) 

26) T%^r^ H#e 

27) ^'Pl?rS) ^rf^ 

28) f^Rjtcf <j>tllRl<^^H 

29) ^ROT T^td 

30) H'dcr? 

31) RrfI^ 

32) t^dl^ 

33) 3T1^#qH^ 

34) f^[^-^|i|-cb 

35) 

36) ^ ^prqfepT 

37) ^Cd 

38) M^F^tRRt (ff^) 

39) i%n ^te=f 

40) ^TO TO 1^0 

41) lfr^ Tf5 ^ ^f%^rT 

42) ^Tf^ ^TTCfr (fl%^) feo 

43) TId5Rif%^ f^O 

44) ^^ TfH ^ Xfrf TO feo 

45) ^ ^ ^ 5rr. f^o 

46) TpT ^ ^ 3TTt 

47) ftmTf^ T01^0 


(iii) dN ^J^xS^TRI 3Tf^RJc|^ C^ cR^ t^FTfcffe?r ^ 

f :- 


1 ) 

2) smM^RT. 

3) 3T^f^ ^ W ^ 

4) ^TRffdT^ H'^f^I'ili 

5) ^nT?J ^)tcP<RT ^ ^ crrf f^o, 3?#ci^ 


I’m 1—7^ 1] 


’W wnr : 3TOtWT 


5 


6 ) 

7) "^RT^ STT^^ 

8) Sfe 

9) snf xpT ^ # f^AAA^ 

12) 3iT^^f^tfr^ 

13) 3fe 


(iv) f^f^FT xT§T^ ^ ^ 3F>xT^ ^r^ ^ ;nf^m7T^ A 

xrar^ ^ x^ ■'Hi4‘vjiRcb ^ w ^ xpfOT cf,^ sit i 


(v) tl^ v3#7t cf^ ^ WIFH “W t 1 

(vi) XT^TcFTT^r ^ ^ ^ ^ 1^ 5rfto[^ ^ 10 . 1.11 ^XXcf^ 

>8i4vjif^ch ^ sTFjVvjTH 1^ 2IT f^nr^T xjtjtn, PTiihicifr. anTncr^ xicj 

f|:^^ xiaigjy^ C^ jrfcrf^lf^ ^ 1TFT f^ sit I xfrf^ ^ ^ xigig^T^ ^ 
fcT%?I cTSII TJfR ^ A I ^ xiq[7TT^3I^ 3rfim>T^ ^ 

Tmxxr %XI TshA ^ ^^uTto' ^ 3T[^fr<^ 14 2011 ^ ^: 

W SIT 1 xt^^TTcI fl^ ST^ feTfe^T f^T^ cTSIT X3 tR ?R^ ^ 

^ 1 m^cfl ?T^ I'^T^TtT fAA^ ^ vSTfcT qRuiw ^ W t I 


(vii) 1%?T^ xiSTcFrRt ^ vftii^jtJT 8mnR XR cjft v3Tm ^ftxi4k?TT ^ ^ ^ 

XT-jrfWT ^ ^ ^l5t ^ sft I vjf?! STTci^ch' SIT, A ^ xi^ %pft^ ^ 

AAA^ ^ ^ 't^chlv' fiTRTT 3fR ^ ^xHTT ^ 4|l^t4)7| XfTTT^ W X^ 3FT %T^ 
xi^TcFlT^ ^ lIcFje ^ Tpu I ^ ^ A^ SIT, A[^A^ 3ntTR XR ^xpn 
^5^ ^ xi§T^ ^ TfMtg 3nsiT7 XR 3Rg^ ^^jg^TT ^ XRitx^ ^Tffrxpft^ xg^ 

BXTcT^ cTRT^ ^ f^ TRIT SIT 1 




6 


THE GAZETTE OF fNDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 
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(viii) I^RTHTcTcft ^ f^fTR 16 ^ 3TcHtcf ^ GfRfcTRj ^2zjt/3TTETY ^ 

fnrr flcr^ ^ sf^ f^uMRiii'i' tr 3t1^ mRijmh'I' ^ 

^ ^ fcTETRf^ T[^] % I 

(ix) 3Tf?njj^PTT ^ *** f%cR^ ^ qf afR 

^ qW^ qf ^pqr ij\f^ t i 

5. ^ wnq Tpft ^ ^ 600 f^r.^. ^ 1250 f^r.^. 

^ ^ 3fR 4 qft Tfrerf tr cf^ 

R^<s§) ^ STT^ qrRf q# 1%qT ^ | cT^Tlf^ RiMf^RScT %rRT#q ^REq ^ 
^ ^ fcTRE ^ m.- 

(q^-) Ao 5Rq^rq^ ^ ir§ qsrrtxRTSEt 420 wi 

cfE^ (0.289<r0.40%), 420, 430 ^ sft? 441 ^ 

q3TT^3nf 443 I 

(^) 2205 (^31803), 2304(^32304), 1.4835, 

1.4547, 1.4539, 1.4438, 1.4318 ^ 1.4833 ^ ^ fqq 1.4509 sfR 

1.4512 I 

(q) sbtRiqq-R-<^d #T=fh^ - cF^ ^ qic^t 

cR^3ft ^ TtisT ^ RRcfrE TT. 223848 ^ cRcT OTPJ^ ^REq Rt ^ 3fk 

mt^4 t sfrr ^ rt^ (di^cin) ^ 4o % (^t^) ^ 

vjRlR'd qcT 3R^ ^ I 

6. f^RRTEfN RRTTR ^ qqRR, ^ RSq f^m^E RTcft ^ Rll^ t I 

qq RErflR RT^Gft, REcfRR, RERRR, 3Tt^nfrfecT ^ 

mt, ^ ciR-^cbdi, ■qcH snf^ c^ I^rt rtrt t i 

7. ^^frERJRq> tRR 3Tl^rRRR 1975 ^ 3TRER 72 ^ ?RR R 7219.31, 

7219.32, 7219.33, 7219.34, 7219.35 3fk 7219.90 ^ STR^R Rrfl<fd f I R? EllHI^jech 

crflcFRUT c^Ref TTTc^f^ t sflR IrlRft qRRT ^ RTR ^ RTR^ IR RIRTRE^ R# t I 

8. R'Tvjjqi TRftaTT vRTR ^ RTR ^ R7R Rf?tTRslR RrkI#T RRTfR R^ 1250 R^ft. RR? Rt)- 

rfhgT^ ^JTtoRR #RT ^ ( -f 50 f^.^.) R^ ^El%sjjeE #RT f^Rt^R ^ R^t 

aqcl^EcbRI R^t ^ RR^ ^ R#RR RcR #f^[R t I 

f^<fel<g qaTR>T^ gKT fct)^ tttt ^tr;^ 

9. PiRldcbl 3 ?TRIRce 1 sftT 3RR f^RRc^ RaTRR^ ^ pRRf^d f :- 




U.N., NWlM»l«IH«MIVI'- l>^flH«Wf|f|i^»^4l <l4it«l|:|t.| 


'.Witl|» ll|«Mc>»l 




I'm 1] 
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(cf7) 23 ^ 3m^ ^ ^ ^ ^3?qK ^ 

V'llf^ic^ ^ t ^ ^ ^ ^ 3rf^r7rft?f ^ ^ t 1 3TcT: 

23 ^ 3tcr% ^ ^ ^ ^ ^rrf^ ^ ^ ^ 

%q5Tf^ ^ srf^rw^ t I 

(^) ^ 11^ Pmrj^ ^ ^ m?TH ^ t t^RT^ ^ 

3(ST^ 3[ST^ ^ ■^rr c^ ql^f^fM ^ 

\jn^ ^ I 

(tt) ^9nf^r5>N ^ ^ t 3i^ 

^ ^T£2Tmf^ ^ ^r T3WT^ ^ ^r ^ ^ 3Tf^r^ ^ ^ t i 

>(-if§^df ^f^TTT ^ ^ 3T2!r ^?qT^ ^ ff^ cf^ ^ \ 

(^) ir 7T^ HrddTx! ^ ^ f -inf^cfjlcFrdf ^ sfRN oFTTCTT ™ t 

^FTPTik ^nf^Tcm^ ^ ^ MRtJIlH ^ ^Rdc[ 4 ^ ^ t 3fR ^ ^ 

Tnf^rwpdt 6 [Ri tth%t ^ ^fr ^ g^cn^ %5 cTi%^ t, ^ 

5T£21#T t 1 

(^.) ^ #qT 3?RTf^ t sfH #Rr ^ 10259 ?TSTT 

^ atcRt^ ^ 3?^^ ^ t 3ft^ fW[ RqVr f^r^Tfe^ ^ 
^ FRFf^ ^ ^^TFfT ^ETltlx^ ! 

(■^) 50 1^.^. cFT ^ 3Tf^ V-il^'^J,dl t I^RT^ ^ 

^RKT ^ WTRTI I ^[R[^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3T2^ ^ 3TRlfto 3TRfteR ^FTT erf^ ^ 
^ ^ ^r Ff^e^R c^ Tft #nT fv^r^ ^ i 

(^ ^f?c|cP) ^ RRT^hR 3tk 3TT^TR73rt TtfIcT RJl^cj^ ^ ^ ^ cjT^ 

3T^ TfH4^ t ^ 3TfeF7 ^fRrf ^tfr Tffl^T 

f^Prf^^ f I ^^FTcT ^ f^T^ ^ ^ ^ ^d^fdd ^ ^ MRcf^ ^ FTeT^ 

f^TR ^mdT t ^ 3n^RfT3Tt ^2TT TOT^tipT c^ 3TgWT # I 

('^) FTW mdcf^ ^ 3Tf^ f 3T?[; + 50 f^.Rt. 

>df§tiJjeil TTlt^cPT^ ^ ^gri^ ^ t ^Tfrf^ TJ^ 3RR*r^ 

Hldchl ^ 3rj^ ^ t I + 50 f^.^. -3^ 7#^?TT T^tPT ^ 3idx!l^4 '^fldcbl’ ^ 

^ 3Tf^ t JTHf^ tM ^ Ffrrftf^ cR^ f j 

(^) Tft^ 7TTf%rcPT TTlf^cMchdf 4^TRXRT dsp ^RPRT 3TT^3tr ^ 

t Rt ^ 3Tfdf^ FRR f 3fR ^ 4t3nfq7^ ^ RT^ ^ SPRR 

RT^R RPR^ ^ FKT RRT 1 
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(•5^ ^I'dl ijircjcf^iciTdl 3FjRld ^ 'df^'^jdl cfT^ 

tteWT ^ WT ^ FRT ^ 

OTdRiI Wm I 

(^ 31^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3?f^lWR ^ Tfferl 

#RT ^ t I 

(3) Ti^ 3Ffm ^ 3cer^ cFF FFTerr 3F5f^ WT ^ ^ 1%^ t vprl% ^ ^er ^ 
TrT#lT cfF^ ^ cf?t^ 3T[^eTH ^ t 3ik 3miR FT FH^^TR ^JTv3TT3 cf?t FR 
% I 

(3.) Famit FRT FF FM FFT t FTf^TFF^ FF ^fFTT^lF^ ^ TRST 

3R5F FTF^ ^ ^ ^ 3FT^ FF RTF 33RTT t I 

(3) Ffra ^jR3F3 arf^RjsRT ^ TFftarr 3Tcrf^ F^t Ff t 3T3: F^rmfir 

^§TT FRF F^t' FR ^RR5^ t | 

(F[) FaRRRt ^ ^qfxRT t % -EI^ 3^ ^ 3T7^FFr3ft:9001 : 2000 ^ 

OrgTRT ^cRTF FPTF^ cRt FIf^ T^ fF 3T5f^ RF ^ 3Tf^ FtF^Rdl FR FTRT %RT 
t I 

(f) FRRFf^ TP^m FRF R^ ^RTFTT ^(JFFT R. 1/2010 ^ 3T^ F^ t I 

(ST) RF ^ FTJF f%FT FRT t % f^lfe FtIeJRR^ FRT FRFT 

^RIFTT ^ TNrf^ FRFftcf^ FTmar! TiFEft F^<^3fr RRR RR RcTTRF ^ I 

gm feF ^ 

10. ^ 3?^er t > 

CR. flRF^ FaiRR^ RR RF RF^ FcRT t % f^fRF 23 ^ 3T?TftR Flftol^ R^ 
4^1 FTTF ^ ^F>3TTR F^ FR 3TfE^RRT R^ t I FERTFf^ TRftaTT F^ ^ 3?T^RR 
F^ f^Eft^R cRT^ §F Flt^JFR^ ^ fR^Rf fR^tIM F^ FF^ Rf^ ^ FR Re^ 
t%FT t 3fR FT? f^Rrf^ RrR ^ f^ R? c^ RR RRTR^ RR5 ft R^' t 3ftT 

f^Rft 3RR RRTR^ ^ 1^ “ft FERTRf^ Tf^RR FRR Rf[ ^]FRR3 eft FR RRRft f I 

3ff^f^FR f^RlfeRt FTR Rft Ff #ffR 'cRl^l ^ R2R cf RfRRR Rft Rft t f^ f^RF 
23 ^ ^Fftan FfPR cf ^RRIT ^ FF ^ "Ff^Rf^ Ff^felfM RR Fff RR^ R^ t 
RFeR f FftFRT %FT W f I RlfpR f 3TFf 3T^R cf FTFsJr f fo 
Fd^FW FlfeRRS FTOfelO FRTF FTfe^FR^ [ 2006(l96)fFRP^t 385(FR^)] ^ 

FF^ FTF^ sfrr pS\ FTFefi F5R ffRRR 23 3fR^, 1995 F^ Ff^ fcff^TWT R. 
2474(95), 2 3TF^, 1995 F^ Ff^ fcfffwT (f^) R. 2380/95. 16 31^, 2009 


I 


i. '■>•»’ WHIWHtllllllllllllll. l:^f||'44Wf|<l<^>^*‘ .||lll»«( »! 


tMII'>WU«lt u f•»»'<») 4»|I«M 



[qp! 1 ] 9 

^ fcTPrim (^) 319/2009, fcTPnm (^) 2402/98 3ft^ 2009 /^ 

215/06 ^ ^ t i 

^ ^ c^ ^ ^ t f^WRT#T 

^ ^ ^ t i ^ ^ 'Hfl^gcii #fTT 

^ ^iif^cf ^ ^ WTT^ ^«rT ^ ^ ^r fcRft ^ ?nt^ 

cn>("1l % I ^T22? ■!■ 1% vift ^ 2TT tR ‘vj^ 3Tf^ vjfN 

ilf^lR ^ ^irf^ci W S(T I 3Tfcrf^ fl^cg ^ 1%^ 'Jft 

^ ^cTR^ ^ ^ sRmsir ^ f ^ ^ ^ f^m 23 ^ 3 T?RtcT 

iTif^r^ ci^ fcrft§?R ^ cm t 1 

^ ^ v3^ ^ 1^ t ^ 3!tr^ 

^ qf^UTTTT ^r ^ 3T^HTf^ 3TT?TR q^ cft^ ^ 3?f^RROT 1250 ft.'jft. 

^ ^Ji^ ^ifRT v3^ 3lf^ ^ ^r. ST^FT t 1 ^ 

3T^^ ^ fcmoT w t qrftjcm^ ^ '»ft ^ c^ wnf^Rr t ^ 

FT^ ^ ^ 1300 ft-4t. ^ '»ft 3Tf^ ^ t I w ^ 

^f^Tjot cfT^ cF> Tj^t^ c^ ^ 3 t^€i t f?r^ ^ 5?f^?T 

^ f^ 3Tqr™ W 3T7m? ^5^ ^ OTcTT t eft ^3^ mi 3Tq^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ efft ^ fcTftf^ vifHT xrrfl^ i 

Yf. ^ Tfr^ ^24 t 3TOT-3TOT !^^/^eMT^cf> STcTn-STOT STtefl^ 

Tw^ ^ sT’jqrd^ cm?^ % Wi^ qi^ q^ ^-tfl^jcti 

Rtf^5^Ht ^ f^PiRv q# t^qr ^ ^^qp^rr t i l^qfeFfr m^ ^ ^ ^ ^tfl^^eTT 
#qT^ fMt eT^Fft^ X3^ ^ 3d^ fl:^ f. ^ ^ t|^ X5#q ^ ferf^fent ^ 

^ q[^^j,di ^Fft 1crf¥^ cmFTT sftf^R^Rjof ^ I ^0 sjmfcm sfk Ao sfr^t^ 

A ^ ^^tebK IcRzn 11^ ^fFT^ ^ efft xfi^ ^£ft >Ff^'^dT (+30) 

fA.A\. % 1 

^ 3F^ qFT^ f^iH^ qf t, ^ ^ vj^ 

^ t f% ^ qrq^ c^ 3tk qrq^ c^ am t i ^ 

qm^ ^r arfe^emFT cm ^ q>t ^j^nsrm c^ mpi A ^ m\ sq 

xiTq% ^ftx^ qm^ ^ ^ qffq ^ ^ ^^o3nq ^ ^qqq arfem^ qq 

w 2TT atferq qqq qRunq c^ ^ ^rfim^rq rffer^ cm 
•#TOqT qqj 2TT I 


2143 Gl/11—2 
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^ ^ TO ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

cf>^ gi;T W] TOTT ^ f^ t, 4 cf^ ^ 

TO^ t I 

Ti^ ^ ^ TOT^ f^ t ^erof^ ^arr ^ cf^ ^ 

^ ^ efRgrsrlt 3 ttot cf?^ Ermr^rlt ^ to ^ tott t i "ETt^erit “ 

TOfm ^ c^ TOTO arsff ^ 1 ^ tott ^ ^ i fcT^ w ^ 

^ ^ ^ "^Tr?ITE^^" ^ TOT ^ TOfT ^ t I ETt^^?^^ ?T^ 

6 l^ ^ ^rf^T^TTO ^ TOTT^ ^ ^ fen vTOT vjTsffe 

clferH ^ ^ ^ t, fegT#T TOTK ^ ^ ^Tfefe ^ ^3TT t I fefefef 
fefe^ ^ ^ 'fero fern t fe TO fertfer ^ ^ ^fefer 
^ f3TT t I ^ ^ ffen TO t fe TO ^irfem ^ tom TO # TOfero TO^Jt 

^ ^ TOifer ^ t, feTT fe TO ferfep to tot to t i to "'ttTOi ^ totot 
>frf§sjdF TOtt cf^ fe^fefefi fe ^iw ^ fen to t n fe EfTOrsfe 3 tto 

TOK TOiE^n fe^rfefefli TO ^fw nTO ^ fen i 

R TOm[ TO nror ^tt fe TOro to ^ to otTOt TO fe^fed nTO TO nTO 
3TO^TO^i TOt t TOffe nim Tort nfe^nr c^ feTOTOt TO tto nTO c^ TOfer 
^ TTTOm t I TO ^ TO^T to TOTO tfe^TOTO^TOTO TOTO t TOt 
w^tTO nf^f^rfM ^ TO 3TciTO TO I^TOTO TO! ITOn toto t TOife to tot TOf feft 
t I 

TO TOTOtot c^ Ttnej ^ T 3 TOm TOT t fe TOF TO : 9001 : 2000 TO 
TOf^ ■^rTOn TO tof^ toTO TO totTOtct toTO toft toTOfto mto aTTcTfen tocttTOt 
t Tot tottt TTOfei trfTO tjtot TOifer TOTO t feroT nron tjTORt TO 
■qTf^ifeicb tM TO fen TO^toer ^ tttof t Tot ^ tjtot TO narroTO TO 

TOTOrTOto wn TOT TO TTOTT t I 3rRT: TOrJ ^TORT ^ fTT TJTO TO TOTOTO Tsn t I 

?T. fer^ naTcfet TO ^ nTO TO tTOet ^ fe - noiTcTO TiTOarF ctor TOTOtt TOo 
1/2010 TO 3 T5TTTT nTO TO TOr^ nn nr^nr sn fe toftt trfTO TOTOtf nrTOTO 
51 ?^ cm TOnr TO Tot ^ Tfem TO TO ^ fTOnr toft TO l nTOTO tottt 

TOfei. TO TOT TOTOTOTOrt TOTOTOt TO TOTOTO TO ttrtrt TOf nror TO 1 

feTOrTO cm nn nTO fe TOfee infeFTOt sftt feTOTO^ TFfe^ TO feTO^ TO 
TOmr TO toTOTO cftejtTO tTOTO TO TO ^ttr nn TTcTOem TOnr, T^n TO nTW t 
cTO'lTO toTOTO RmWi TO 3 Ttetit rt 3TTnTTO TO ferfer nTO TO TOfTO TOnr TOf. TO TO 
TO I 


.11II ■ l»ll wt I'ljtK'tyM^K ^1 ^*1 »• It w.» I II <i I.WM* u yuMt 41 lllltM«|pyM|»»myi««IH •n»lll*til««k .iii»mii.. .— -... 





[ ■qFT i —1 ] 




TO'g>^ ^ 


^ 3TN ^ ^ X5TT^ 3^2?^ ^ 

3Tlc|J^i|chc^( ^ 3TTcF7H^ cf^ t 1 f^ZR 23 ^flfe^cpi^ cj^ ^ 

3T2X^ ww^ ^ ^ ^ t l 

fP^ ^ 3t^ ^fftPr?T ;rzft^ ^ ^tzTT^ (^ ^ 3TT^ ^ 

3ftf^WJot ^ t 1 

^ ^STTcfPi ^ fclxFHl#^ ^ ^r fcT^K ^ 

Pfci’ 5TTf€t^ ^ t TTf^pfeRP ^ ^r 

19 3T^, 2005 ^ 3tPm qPoiRl 3ft^ ftRZfPH f^PeTT^ ^ ^ ^ 22 R^, 2009 

^ 3tf^ xsrm pRt^ ^ t 1 

R. PctRH ^ HTfemn^ ^ ^ Rt P^#T ^JPTT^ ^ PpJW ^ ^ 3TlP 

3ft^ fcpRTR cf^ ^ RTR ^ t I PSTTcrf^ ^ ^ ^ f^ ^ ^PPkH 

t i PxFNiefP ^3cPT^ ^ ^ 23 ^ fPfIcT 

^rf^Rlt ^ 3TtoN ^ ^ R# 3TT?[T t I 

X5f^ ^ xjPTK mRci'^p ^ “^e? t, ^ f¥r^ PRP W t 
pRcpPlf stR ^r WT^c^-yuf ^ ^ ^ ^f^cTlI) ^ ^RrT fePTR ^ 1 

#fn, ^ t 1 

P 3Ttp ^TcP^ l^cRip ^ Pe^ R@r t 

vdc^lP ^ cfr?^ 3fr? ^ mR^c^^I cfT^ cfTf GTpc^K PTRT BtcIT 

t I 

R?2T]crf^ -^m, M'RciPd PPf^XpRTt ^ ^ ^RK ^ ^ t ^ 
^ PefPR ^ ^eTRp ■c^ ^ r| t Xjfr ^ ^ 3f5^£J €f t I 

^ ^2P fPeT Xpof tK ypfl^^df "rftRT ^ Pf¥^ ^ f^ feT%^ ^>Rfr^'jff 
^ x(xF^ cF>^ pi t I f^P WR c^ ^ STIPTcT ^ 

t 3fR piRi^fcbdl ^ 5Rgcr app?# l3TcT:Pf^ prf^mpit 

#PT Pr?rtR?T spjw it t it P? c^ f^p ^ it itpRT irit xp^ 

3fR PrRri?PTt ^ pit Prtt pppi xplip i 
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^ ^ ^ t ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t I 2^^: 

^ ^ ^ Ti^an c^ 3ti^ ^ ^Rnyirfi ^ arjTOT ^ ^ ^ 

#HT^Jc?b' Srf^RJxPTT ^ ?TT^ ^ 3Tf1^ cFT ^ ! 

?r. Wr ^ sTjtrEfTjTrR TTf%^jR #pn ^ 

t I Tj^wr ^ ^ ■^TRT^ (^-469-809-^ ^ ^) ^^TT STv^dni, 

^ cf^ ^ ^ (4258-105 ^ ^/1198 : cfRT^) f i 

5RftcT ^ t 1% ^ ^ ^ 

^ IctTfRIsJ^T ^ t WJ^Hcfn xf[;|Tt 1250 fM ^ StRt^ 

1280 f^ ^ ar^rf^ # i ^ ^ wrr^, Rp% ^ ^ ^ ^ 

Rm sn, cf^ c^ cr5t^ ^ wf ^ ^ arjidcr ^ 

^ ^errflFT I 

3. #R cTcF^%F^ jraWil ^ ^ t cFtM^TO c^ I 

^ ^ ^^2rraf^ ^ '^Rr tcrgiR^ ^ cf^ ^ 

37^ ^ 1280 ^ t I 

RRR 23 ^ atrPfe ^ ^ T? ^ cF5T^^ ^ mf^ RiftaTT ^ ^ ^ 3f5Trf^ 

^ t I ^ cTcFt ^ ^rfer fcif^ ^ ^ 5iTftm^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

5nf^l^ ^ 3?f^raR? ^ ^ cF>? RcFkFT t f ^ ETT^aft ^ STRTcf 

1250 Mt ^ ^ ^TPJofr ^ ^ 3lf^ Rq ^ RTST 1^FRT WT t 3R: ^ q? 

qr^M RT ^ t, t I 

RtcfcpT ^ WFR ^ c^ ^ q5t 

qft ft ^ ^ qp^T t qff, qR qq RRETR qq?^ -q^ t I 

ti^FareitTT ^ feqqfirat 

CF. 600 - 1000 tM. C^ ^ q>t xfrsrt ^ Sferq-^TcR #RT qq 

cF^t ^ 3nq?qqqTT q^i t I q^ ^nf^TeT q^ ^ qrq ^ Fsqq 

^tq^ qqg3Tt qq q^ #rfr I 

qrf&qqft Ricr-qqT w f^q-qqr ^ qrftqT^ fcFqr 1^ ^pflsjar #qT qq RrqRiq 
q^ ^rq^ f qqt% 3mnqq^ ^ f^-quT wnft q^ f^-qqr qrqid qt%T qq 
^^Tcqqr t 3fR qR^ q^ 3TcqRrq^ #?'-'qT? q^ |q qr^ ^ RRld q^ ^ToFT- 
3TeFr qqq qq Rc^m q^qqr Tfhqgqq’ aTfemqRqli c^ qhrq frm i 


..(.». iWit)MmiM»if)>' l-lltD'flWIfPfK.»«iHII III 
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■^. ^ ^ ^ ^£1 %, x^sfi -m ^ ^ 

3TT^ ^ t^-plRee ^ I’^He^cTI ^ ^ c^ 

fcTf^fe: l 

3TTi^Tft gRt vjfTcT 

11. Mif^Tcm^ ^ ^ ^qr^nsit ^^rflci 

cTsn 3T^ 1%cR^ IM cRT^ 3flY ^ ^ f^ t 1 

^ ^ ^ ^ T[| t:- 

^ cpp?^ t ^ 11 2010 ^ ^ 

fcTwRT#^ WTT^ ^ rt^ ^ ■>frf^cir ^3 t! #f^r^ 

^srr ^ cf5^ ^ si^ei stt cnf^ BcqT?"sf^ ^ irf^Tf^ ^ 

^ I 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^Tt^rgxRT ^ fcmR[#T ^ ‘eoo 1M arsTcn 

^3^ 3Tf^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ 3IFt 3j^ ^ TRTT ^ cfc^RW ^ ^ (cpto^ 1^ W ^ 

^ ^ Tr?n t i 

■TT. ^ ^ ^ 3tf^ ^ fcfw^?it^ v3?Tr^ ^ 600 Wt 3T2Tcr[ 

arto? ^ ^ ^ -5j^Hr ^orrt 

1%zn cR^Tferm ^t|^ ^ -^stt 
4 Mt. w i^’ ^ w t 1 RTfticm^ ^ 

M/5Rm^ ^ "ifi f^xTRitJt^ ^3^ ^ ^ im t i 

^ET^ v3^ T{H2mrf& ^ m ^ otm? ^ 5R 1^ 

^ 1250 1M. cRf^ ^ xft^ ^ ^cRT^ ^ ^ 

t ^dlcT 3TRncr ^ WRTft ^ cfr? "q^ 1% 

^ 3i%fj tr ^^r^Rfr t I srr^ fcpcTRiEft^ ^3^ 

Cf^ ^rfl^JcR (+ 50 f^r^.) fctf^f^ cfv^ ^ 3T5^EI t i 

flcT^ ^ t f% ^ ^[ftf^ w^m STSRTT cRT^^ c^ TRfg ^ 

3TSRIT E{ft W^m Wr 'iTWcftET cRT^ ^ ^ TOETH ^ t 1 ^3^ 

3^5^ 23 ^ c^ qRg^-q ql^felM c^t cfq TOETR W t 3fNf 

f^rzm cR^ cf^ cRcR cf^ c^ irzitRf ^ ^ wro ^ t 15nfecRF5t ^ cr^ 

% 7X^ T^ PrRfciT< f^:ii^ % 23 's^ ^Tf^rat ^ f^rf^ ^ qf^d^ 
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c}^ t ^ fcrf^ w ^ ^ 

1%^ W ^ I ^ TO cliT t X3cF^ 

^ Mf^cjRd ^ GEJTO t i ^ ^ f % 

23 ^ ^ ^ ^ T]Tn t 1%7R 23 ^ 3tcP^ ^ 

cf^ 3T2T£n ^ ^ TO 'TOT xTfflxT | '^T^aTT 

P:c^ ^ ^ejfi ^STT xrf^ferfM W fcfEjft 3TTTO x?^ ^ ^ ^ t I 

-ET^; TTgfm ^ ^ Cf^ ^ ^ %^n t Pl^fciTI ^ 

"to QRc|<^d " TO -jft 23 3tcT^ cl^ t cim H'dTO ^ 

^ TO cF^ c^ ^ TO^ STTO tTO XR TOT 'T# t I ^ f^TO 23 ^ 

3TS^ ^ TOT t f^rafecF^ TOTTcT t ^ TO XR cf^ ^ ^ 

TO yiWf^ch gt TOgR^ ^ f^T% ^ TOft^ ^TO^ TOTTO ^ 

xfif^nr^ fcTl^t^ toh ^nter^ { 2006 ( 196 ) f to ^ 385 (to 
'^)) ^ '^TO ^ t 23 ^ 3PJHTO ^ Pi [3^ TTlfETO^ ^ 

cl^ '^tf^ f^ TO t I 

T5. X^ fc}5 f%TO^ xjTOT^ TOT 3TT^ RTOT TO t 1% ^IcfTO ^ ^ 
TORT t, JUfsTcR^ XTpjT t % Tl^ ^ 3 Txt^ 3TT^ ^ "TOTT TOT^ 3t 4 ^ fTO t 
^ t% 3Tsf fET^ cfhT XR X5T^ ^ if cjrr qR^lf^fl c^ TOET ^ cF^ 

TOfT t I TO ^ XTO t crroMt 31^ ^ WTO ?TW ^ t XWW XTOW TO: 

^ W^ ^ TO TO 3RTWT 3TT%WT ^ ^ TOTRIcT ^ ^TO^: WT^ 

RPT^ ^ *1^ ^3TT XjigT XjfTWT W1 XJcXTTW TOTPT W?WT "i" I 

XiT. mtexT^ wfe WR^ f % ftdW^ W-^IcFR^ ^ mm t ^ to tori '^ftRl^/TOT 

TO X^tf^RT t 3fR ^XFT^ TOT^ W^ ^ c^ 'RW ^ W# TO TOT WTf|XT | THfETWR^ ^ WR^ 
f fx^T cRfro X3TOW toR ^ ff^ c^ wff f xwrroftw xottct w^ ^ 

TOW ^ wf^ WR^ C^ TO^tWRXJT t TO WR X^TW W^ W^ TO GT^W l%WT TO 
t I mf^TTO^ TO TOT t ^ ^ TOf^ WRWT WRTTWf^ TOftaTI c^ 3tTOt^ WR XTOW 

W^ RTTO R# t 3fR R ^ TO XTOWX^ W^ TOf^IcT WRRT t I 

WT. TOf[aTT TO X5^ c^ XTOW fcTf^f^TOTt W^ ^ ( 

^ f^trofi c^WT^^TOtf^f^TO ^TTO RR ^£ft ^ W^ WR^ ^ 
cRift ^ RtfeWT TOK 3TTO feT%R Pl^Wd R^ t, RTfe)TO^ ^ 3TO TO ^ft ^ RTRW^ ^ 
3rjRR xjTOT cpflcRuf w^ arqRTWT t RTfeTOi^ ^Trot^^ RiRrof ^ srl^ f^RTOPfkr 
RTR% f I 




[Wl I—-ms 1] 
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^ ^ ^ #pn 3 ?^ ^ ^ ^ 3t?ni^ 37i^ ^ t. 

^ t 1% ^ 37 ^^ 37T^? t v5f^ If? #fTT WITH, c^fR^n 3f^7 ‘^RcbNl, 

3Tt ^ (1990) ^ 313/5 ^ ^ 3TTf%TTt M ^ ^ TI^ t I 

^PIFT^ inters t 1% TT^ ^ f^Tf% ^ ^ ^ 3TR ^ TTJfH RPlRt^i % | 

^ f^oTm^ xfl^ If? ^ ^ f ^ ?TTf^ 

fTT^ ^ 3THTt ^ ^ ift cF) ^ 1 


12. ^nf^TcH^ t ^ ^ f^rw^#7 ^cqr^ 3 h^ ^ 

^TT^t?5 mRhIh ^ ‘THxn sfR If? WOT % 1 371^ WIT 

t ^ ??r #T 1250 TH TH ^ 3TrRrcF? ^ ^ 3Tf^ #?t| tR STTOT 1^ 

W ^ f ^ ^1 ?hM ^ ^ ^ t ! ^ cH 

t cTTf^RH ^ f?rRrf3^ w^ TfK^ ?cqH ^ f^ if? ^ ^ -4 

TT?PHT RW WTf 3T^f^ t 1 fTTf^ 5n%5T^ TI^ 3{fcRW t 

1%el - ?W ^ 3TeFT-3TOT WTT? cf?t xft;^ ^ B? T^^rn ^ 

fcTf^^H ^ "iJeT 3tf^ Pitch til ^ ?Tf^ ^ ?HK ^ ^PT^ W?T xnf|TT I 

13. Wi ?Tch ^ ^ WIT t JTTf?TcH^ ^ cp^ f f^TcT ^T ^2TT WTlfer TT^ ?^3Tt 

^ PlR^d ^ t 37k ^ OTk 37k aTfcHOT ^ ^ 3Pjk ^ 

#t I ^^TfcTTT TT^ m ^ 1250 ^ ^ kf^ W ^ ^ 

w? ^ WIT ^lit^ ^r wnt^ t i ^ kr? w t ^ wift b? 

cT^ #H c^ ^ ftmr? c^ ^ iT^ wki/iiiRichich-di wr ^srj^ir wr t i 
t^kp^T Rnkfchl fctf^TH 3H^t^q/W^ HHcF^ c^ 3T5WT tclPHT B? cT^ 
f^ t i 

14. 3Hncn mf^chich'dl wt (+ 5o) ^h ^ ^ wet st^et IcTht t, 

flw^ ^wkt ^ t fch Ek^ wik wr wr cT?r b? 3TfiHT t sfk wfH c^ 

■PRck 3T5TTK 7H^ vkft % ?ETT ^ 37cRt'^tET Hl^lchl c^ 3l^''d'<'J| ^ fcjPiRtc:, jcTHT 
WdT 'I' 1 

15. PfrflTchkt ^ ^ W ^ ttt 7 IT 480/17 480 ^ - 10, 9445-2 : 2009 (^) ?STT fl 

^ f EH 10259 eM 37W?^ ^V^ ck ^ f?Hn t I WTEkf c^ 37?^^ Ej^T^ I^ 

Tfkr cdk? t I 

i) Tt THf ^ ^ ^ 480 /tT 480 - 10 *. 

^ t7TW> c^ 37cPtcT B? #J7T + 4.0 HT ^ t E^ft 600 HT ^ 1250 

EH ^ t I 
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ii) 9445 - 2 : 2009 (f) 



600 ^ < 

100 Xr^ 

1000 ^ ^ < 
2100 i?TT ^ f^rRrf^ 

Riei-^vii vjaniq 

+ 25 fM 

+ 30 Rpfft 

f^-V^ vJcqK 

+ 4.0fM 

+ 4.0 Rrtt 


iii) ^ ^ f ^ 10259 : 

TTFf^ ^ 3T?T^, 600 fM ^ 1250 fM + 4.0 

^ t i 

fcjTZIT 3l^ ^ 3TN ^JcqR ^ ^ ^£1 ^ ^ ^ 

3TSjtf^ f^O, ^ ^ Cf^ vJc4lc^4> ^ t, ^ ^TFcT f^fclfeTt ^ 

3n£TTR^ t I ^wei ^ ^?5pRT ^ 3 ftc^ trr ^ ^ # I 

16. viMVlcW cfft ^ ^ 3TT^ 3Tl c^ cl^ 

c^ ^£f lc|^ fcT^ fc^HT 3ft7 Rqlcf? 24 ^Wxl, 2009 c^ 3Tf^ 

^0 14/6/2008-^ ^ ^ ^ afk fert^ 20 2010 ^ H^'lcH4 ^ 

3Tf^r?JtpTT ^0 14/2010-Tft^TT?Jc^ ^ aif^cbl ^ ^Tlf^R ^ WSf ^ 3TW^ 

t I cl^^nr? 24 ^TcFq^, 2009 cj^ ^0 14/6/2008 - ^ ^ ^ 

^gq 20 2010 ^ 3Tf^Eq;cpir ^0 14/2010-#HT^5e^ ^ arf^cq! ^ 

vSfeclf^d vOTT^ ^ ^ f^iqf^f%d ^ Rp^lR^^I f ;- 

RTcT-x^ 


1000 ^^ < 1250 ^ ^ RPif^t>g xft^ ^ c^ ^ 

+ 30 




1000 ^ ^ < n^s6 ^ < 1250 ^ f^PtRtc xfl^T^ ^ c^ fel^ "dl'Si^ 

+ 4 fM 


17. 3n^ c^ Rsicw ^ 3Ttft^ sif^rRm c^ ^ arffiK 

vOTT^ 3fR ^ £R 3F^t^ ^ ^ar ^i^ w i 

rdvJi4d^ 


h^m., fWni^ktMUtflWHpiu I:if«||4#«^|i ^ftl[4i iM<«4ll Ml 


i'ill -itk\\*t 













1 ] 


^ : 3TOWR0T 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

FINAL FINDINGS 
New Delhi, the 8th June, 2011 
(Mid-term Review) 


Subject: Anti-dumping (Mid-term Review) investigation limited to the product 

scope of definitive Anti-dumping Duty imposed on Cold-Rolled Fiat 
Products of Stainless Steel of the width of 600 mm upto 1250mm of 
all series further worked then Cold Rolled (cold reduced) with a 
thickness of up to 4mm, originating In or exported from China PR, 
Japan, Korea, European Union, South Africa, Taiwan , Thailand and 
USA-Final Findings. 

BACKGROUND 


F.No. 15/16/2010-DGAD. - Having regard to the Custom Tariff Act, 1975 as amended 
from time to time and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of 
Duty or Additional Duty on dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995. 
as amended from time to time, the Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as the 
Authority) vide Notification No.14/6/2008-DGAD dated 24^ November, 2009, notified its 
final findings recommending definitive anti dumping duty on import of Cold-Rolled Flat 
Products of Stainless Steel originating in or exported from China PR, Japan, Korea, 
European Union, South Africa, Taiwan , Thailand and USA. And whereas definitive anti 
dumping duty was imposed on the subject goods vide Customs Notification No. 14/2010- 
Customs dated 20*^ February, 2010. 

2. M/s Jindal Stainless Ltd., New Delhi has filed an application before the 
Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as the Authority) in accordance with the 
Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as amended from time to time and Customs Tariff 
(Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on dumped articles and 
for determination of injury) Rules, 1995 (herein after referred to as Rules) for initiation of 
Mid-Term Review of anti dumping duty limited to the scope of the product under Anti- 
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Dumping Duty levied on Cold-Rolled Flat Products of Stainless Steel of the \A/idth of 600 
mm upto 1250mm of all series further worked then Cold Rolled (cold reduced) with a 
thickness of up to 4mm (hereinafter referred to as subject goods), originating in or 
exported from China PR, Japan, Korea, European Union, South Africa, Taiwan, Thailand 
and USA( hereinafter referred to as subject countries). The applicant furnished a 
detailed statement setting out the following grounds for seeking a review:- 

a. Designated Authority had restricted the width of the subject goods in the original 
investigation to 1250 mm. However, while restricting the width of the subject goods 
to 1250mm, no tolerance was prescribed. No engineering product can be produced 
to the exact dimensions without any tolerance. 

b. The sheets in coil as produced on the mill does not conform to any definite contour 
and will have edge imperfections like chapped, thin and damaged edges. Therefore, 
widths are never exactly the same as 1250 mm but are invariably produced in higher 
widths. 

c. In the absence of any tolerance in the recommendations and in the corresponding 
customs notification, the products of width 1250mm or lower are being declared as 
having widths of 1251mm to 1300 mm and thereby the anti dumping duty is 
circumvented. 

d. There are a large number of consignments where the width has been declared as 
1251mm or marginally above the 1250mm limit specified in the final findings, 
thereby, escaping anti dumping duty. 

e. Even the width of 1250mm produced by the petitioner themselves has a tolerance of 
up to +50mm. 

3. The Authority issued a public notice dated 23^^^ June 2010 published in the 
Gazette of India, Extraordinary, initiating mid-term review of aforesaid final findings 
dated 24^^ November, 2009 and of the definitive anti dumping duty notified vide 
aforesaid Customs Notification dated 20**^ February, 2010. The Review is limited to the 
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product scope of the said anti dumping duty and covers limited aspects of said 
notifications. 


a PROCEDURE 

4. In the present proceedings the procedure described herein below has been 
followed: 

(i) The Authority sent copies of the initiation notification dated 23"^ June 2010 to the 
High Commission/Embassies of the subject countries in India, known exporters from the 
subject countries, known importers and other interested parties, and the domestic 
industry, as per the information available with it. Parties to this investigation were 
requested to file their response and make their views known in writing within the 
prescribed time limit. 

(ii) Copy of the non-confidential version of the application filed on behalf of the 
domestic Industry along with the initiation notification was sent to the High 
Commission/Embassies of the subject countries, to the following known exporters and 
to other interested parties in accordance with the AD Rules: 

1. Outokumpu Stainless, Finland 

2. Thainox Stainless Public Company Ltd., Thailand 

3. Allegheny Technologies incorporated, Pittsburgh 

4. Daewoo International, Korea 

5. LG International Corporation, Korea 

6. SK Networks Co. Ltd., Korea 

7. Samsung C & T Corporation, Korea 

8. Yieh United Steel Corporation (YUSCO), Taiwan 

9. Acerinox S.A., Spain 

10. Yieh Mau Corporation, Taiwan 

11. Acerinox Malaysia Sdn. Bhd., Malaysia 

12. Lianzhong Stainless Steel Corporation, China PR 

13. Columbus Stainless (PTY) Ltd., South Africa 

14. Shanxi Taigang Stainless Steel Co. Ltd. (STSS), China PR 

15. TISCO Trading (HK) Ltd., Hong Kong 
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16. Tainjin Taigang Tianguan Stainless Steel Co. Ltd., China PR 

17. POSCO, Korea 

18. POSTEEL, Korea 

19. Hyundai Corporation, Korea 

20. Thyseenkrupp Stainless International, Germany 

21. Arcelor Mittal Stainless (France & Belgium) 

22. All India Stainless Steel Industries Association 

23. The Tamilnadu Stainless Steel Merchants and Manufacturers 

24. Association. 

25. Karnataka Stainless Steel Trade and Industry association 

26. Non-Ferrous metal Association ( Karnataka) 

27. Stainless Steel Merchant Association 

28. Engineering Export Promotion council 

29. Stainless Steel Exporters Welfare Association 

30. Madras Steel Agencies 

31. Marudhar Industries 

32. Ramdev Metal Mart 

33. Reliance Stainless Steel 

34. IDMC Ltd. 

35. Siddhivinayak Steel 

36. Vinod Cookware 

37. Metal Trading Corporation 

38. Kutz Industries 

39. Kraftwares (India) Ltd. 

40. King Metal Works 

41. Kevin Enterprises Pvt Ltd. 

42. Process Plant and Machinery Association of India. 

43. Shakti Pumps( India) ltd. 

44. Suizer India Ltd. 

45. Magneti marelli SKH Exhaust Systems Pvt Ltd 

46. PN-NJ Ind Pvt Ltd 

47. MCCI 

48. Shivalik Fastners Pvt Ltd. 

(iii) In response to the initiation notification, the following interested parties have 
responded: 


|.. .H ' IWI HfVttffW^ll . M It HMM 
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1. M/s Posco, Korea 

2. M/s Acerinox, Spain 

3. M/s North American Stainless, USA 

4. M/s Acerinox, Malaysia 

5. M/s Columbus Stainless Pty. Ltd., South Africa 

6. M/s Outokumpu Stainless, Finland 

7. M/s Thainox Stainless, Thailand 

8. M/s All India Stainless Steel Importers’ Association 

9. IDMC Limited 

10. Merudhar Industries 

11. Madras Steel Agencies 

12. Arcelor Mittal 

13. All India Stainless Steel Industries Association 

(iv) The Authority made available non-confidential version of the evidence presented 
by various interested parties In the form of a public file kept open for inspection by the 
Interested parties. 


(v) Verification of the r.elevant information of the domestic industry has been carried 
out. 


(vi) The Authority held a public hearing on 10.01.11 to hear the interested parties 
orally, which was attended by representatives of domestic industry, exporters, importers 
and other interested parties. The ora! hearing was followed by the written submissions 
and rejoinders filed by interested parties. A public hearing was again held on 14^ March, 
2011 in view of change of incumbency in the Designated Authority. It was followed by 
written submissions and rejoinders from the interested parties. The same, to the extent 
relevant, have been addressed in these findings. 

(vii) Information provided by interested parties on confidential basis was examined 
with regard to sufficiency of the confidentiality claims. On being satisfied, the Authority 
has accepted the confidentiality claims, wherever warranted and such information has 
been considered confidential and not disclosed to other interested parties. Wherever 
possible, parties providing information on confidential basis were directed to provide 
sufficient non-confidential version of the information filed on confidential basis. 
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(vlii) Under Rule 16 of Anti-dumping Rules, a disclosure of essential facts/basis for the 
present findings was issued to known interested parties and comments received thereon 
are appropriately considered in the final findings. 

(ix) *** in this notification represents information furnished by an interested party on 
confidential basis, and so considered by the Authority under the Rules. 

Product Under Consideration 

5. The product under consideration in the original investigation was Cold-rolled Flat 
products of stainless steel of the width of 600 mm uptol250mm of all series not further 
worked than Cold rolled {cold reduced) with a thickness of up to 4mm. However, the 
following were excluded from the scope of the product under consideration: 

(a) Grade AISI 420 High carbon (0.28%-0.40%), Grade 420, Grade 430 BA supplied 
by M/s Thyssenkrupp Stainless International, Germany, Grade AISI 441 and 
Grade AISI 443. 

(b) Duplex Stainless Steel grades 2205 (S31803), 2304(532304), EN 1.4835, 
1.4547, 1.4539, 1.4438, 1.4318 and 1.4833 and Ferritic Grades EN 1.4509 
andl.4512. 

(c) Product supplied under Indian Patent no. 223848 in respect of goods comprising 
Low Nickel containing Chromium-Nickel Manganese-Copper Austenitic Stainless 
steel and representing Grades YU 1 and YU 4, produced and supplied by M/s 
Yieh United Steel Corp (Yusco) of Chinese Taipei (Taiwan). 

6. The product under consideration comprised of stainless steel coil, sheets and 
plates of above description. The subject goods are used for manufacture of white goods, 
processed equipment, dairy equipment, automotive components, rail carts, metro 
coaches, architecture, building and construction etc. 
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7. The subject goods are classified under chapter 72 of the Custom Tariff Act, 1975 
under the sub-heading 7219.31, 7219.32, 7219.33, 7219.34, 7219.35 and 7219.90. The 
custom classification is Indicative only and not binding on the scope of the investigation. 

8. The present review is for limited purpose of Investigation into the need for 
prescribing a tolerance limit of (+50mm) against the 1250mm width restriction of the 
aforesaid product under consideration in the original investigation. 

Submissions made bv the Interested Parties 

9. The exporters, importers and other interested parties have made the following 
submissions: 

a) The scope of a review under Rule 23 does not cover recommendation of duties 
on which no duties have been imposed in the first place. Hence DGAD has no 
jurisdiction under Rule 23 to recommend duty on products which were not 
covered in original investigation. 

b) It has been stated by them that under the Rules there is no provision which 
provides for a limited or scope or tolerances review and provide only for changed 
circumstances review. 

c) Scope review is limited to restriction/reduction and Law does not empower the 
DGAD to enlarge the scope of the product in the Mid-Term Review. Addition of 
tolerance would amount to product scope enhancement. 

d) Hypothetically assuming that the Hon’ble Designated Authority has indeed made 
an error or omission in the Final Findings as alleged by the petitioner, the same is 
subject to the appeal preferred by the petitioner himself before the Hon’ble 
CESTAT, which in fact pending for hearing. 

e) The tolerance claimed by the domestic industry is excessive and not consistent 
with international standards such as BS EN 10259 and ASTM and the same are 
to be prescribed in accordance with the standards followed by the exporters. 
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f) An addition of 50 mm is an unreasonably high tolerance limit that will expand the 
scope of the product. Such an increase in scope not only amounts to substantial 
modification but would amount to an enlargement of the scope of the subject 
goods which should not be allowed. 

g) Globally there are widely use standards including ASTM and ISO specifying 
maximum width tolerance for the Cold Rolled Stainless Steel. Steel mills globally 
follow stringent production standards which are in consonance with the ISO and 
ASTM standards. 

h) BIS standards seem to be more aligned with above international standards. Thus, 
the petitioner’s request for +50mm with tolerance is not acceptable as it is not in 
consonance with acceptable international standards. Not only is the tolerance 
limit of +50mm far in excess of international standards it also reflects an inefficient 
threshold. 

i) In the present petition, the petitioner have relied upon QMS and EMS ISO 
standards which are internal standards of the petitioner and are not to be 
mistaken with the adopted national standards issued by BIS. 

j) It Is submitted that tolerance standards as defined by the national and 
international agencies should be used instead of the petitioner’s unreasonable 
and excessive tolerance standard. 

k) In the investigations concerning stainless steel products in other countries, the 
maximum width or thickness is prescribed but no tolerances were prescribed. 

l) The domestic industry has incorrectly made out a case of circumvention when 
there is no provision in the Indian law in this regard and MTR cannot be initiated 
on this ground. 

m) It has been claimed by the interested parties that domestic industry has availed 
dual remedies in the present case before the Authority and the CESTAT. 
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n) No period of Review is specified in the Initiation Notification therefore Mid Term 
Review cannot be initiated. 

o) The interested parties have stated that the domestic industry has claimed 
excessive confidentiality by keeping the product standards as per 180:9001:2000 
as confidential. 

p) The initiation of the mid-term review is not as per the Trade Notice No. 1/2010. 

q) It has also been argued that the specification of tolerances by the Designated 
Authority will be in violation of the WTO Agreement on Technical Barriers to 
Trade. 


Submissions made bv the domestic Industry: 

10. The domestic Industry has made the following submissions: 

a. The contention of the interested parties that the Authority does not have power to 
Initiate the present investigation under Rule 23 is completely ill-conceived. The 
Authority while prescribing the format for application of mid-term review has 
mentioned an illustrative list for changed circumstances and specified that the 
same is not limited to those factors alone and the mid-term review can be initiated 
for any other factor also. Further, the restrictive interpretation drawn by the 
exporters is not sustained in view of the fact that Rule 23 does not even specify 
“changed circumstances" as a ground of review but the same has been accepted 
In practice. The domestic industry also cited a case of Rishiroop Polymers Pvt. 
Ltd. Vs. Designated Authority [2006 (196) ELT 385 (SC)] and EC cases namely 
Council Regulation (EC) No. 2474/95 of 23 October 1995, Council Regulation 
(EC) No. 2380/95 of 2 October 1995. Council Regulation (EC) No. 319/2009 of 16 
April 2009, Council Regulation amending Regulation (EC) No 2402/98 and 
2009/C 215/06 In support of their submissions. 
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b. The present review does not concern with enhancement of product scope but 
seeks clarification with regard to tolerances of the product under consideration. 
Incorporation of width tolerance does not amount to bringing in a new product 
under Mid-Term Review. Rather, It is a factor which has existed all along but was 
not Incorporated in the Final Findings. Further, the interested parties have failed 
to place on record any jurisprudence on record which would suggest that the 
Authority does not have the power under Rule 23 to clarify the specifications of 
tolerances. 

c. With regard to tolerances, the domestic industry has stated that the Authority in 
its Final Findings had restricted the width up to 1250mm solely on the ground of 
its perceived inability of the Domestic Industry to produce sheets of wider 
dimensions. It is also submitted that the Authority has also verified during 
verification that the width of the material in some cases is even more than 
1300mm. Without prejudice to the factually incorrect premise, it is submitted that 
if the reasoning adopted for any restriction is the production capability of the 
Domestic Industry, then even the tolerances ought to have been specified In the 
context of the standards followed by the Domestic Industry. 

d. Since it is an admitted fact that different exporters/producers follow different 
internal and public standards, the specification of tolerances cannot be specified 
taking into account such multiple standards. Once the exporters have admitted 
that the tolerances are a part and parcel of any technical product, it would be 
perfectly justifiable to specify the tolerances in the context of the specifications of 
the Domestic Industry. M/s Thainox as well as M/s Outokumpu Stainless have 
admitted that the tolerance in width of the subject goods is of (+30)mm. 

e. With regard to other cases where the maximum width prescribed, the domestic 
industry stated that the facts in those cases and the facts in the present case are 
different in as much as the maximum width in those cases were prescribed in the 
initiation stage itself whereas in the original investigation concerning the present 
case, there was no maximum width was prescribed at the time of initiation but the 
maximum width was restricted at the stage of final findings. Further, the 
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interested parties have also not produced any evidence on record that the 
authorities in those cases while imposing the duty do not apply the criteria of 
tolerances. 

f. The domestic industry stated that it never made out a case of circumvention or 
alleged circumvention as a ground to initiate Mid Term Review. Use of word 
‘‘circumvent" has to be read in the general sense of the term and not in the 
technical sense particularly when there is no taw defining “circumvention”. 
Circumvention would be when the product itself is modified to avoid the duties, 
which is not the present case where the product which was investigated remains 
the same. Exporters have admitted in their written submissions that there is no 
change in their exported products. It is also submitted that the issues raised in 
this petition do not concern with the implementation issue as averred by one of 
the exporters. Their case is stated to clarify the specification of tolerances and not 
of circumvention or product enhancement. 

g. Domestic industry stated that in the present investigation there is no need to 
specify the POI as the investigation relates to limited aspect of clarifying the 
specifications of tolerances only. It may also be seen that it is the standard 
practice even in the EC where POI is not prescribed under similar circumstances 
as the same is not relevant. 

h. With regard to confidentiality, the domestic industry stated that the document 
certifying the product standards of the domestic industry as per 180:9001:2000, is 
an internal document and contains business proprietary information the 
disclosure of which would be disadvantageous to the commercial interests of the 
domestic industry and may give competitive advantage to others. The domestic 
industry has therefore, claimed the same as confidential. 

i. With regard to the argument of the interested parties that the initiation of the mid¬ 
term review is not as per the Trade Notice No. 1/2010. The domestic industry 
stated that the Trade Notice is in the nature of guidance and issued to facilitate 
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the industry. However, the Trade Notice cannot be read to supersede the powers 
of the Authority as envisaged under the law. 

j. The argument of the exporters that the specification of tolerances by the 
Designated Authority will be in violation of the WTO Agreement on Technical 
Barriers to Trade is completely misplaced as there is no attempt to restrict the 
imports on the basis of the technical parameters. 

Post disclosure comments of interested parties 

Exporters and Importers 

a. The purpose of MTR is to assess the need of continuation or removal of anti- 
dumping duties. Rule 23 empowers the Authority to review the need for 
continuation or withdrawal of definitive duty. Therefore, initiation of MTR for a 
limited purpose is not justified under AD Rules. 


b. It has been the established practice of this Designated Authority in its own cases 
to decline expansion of the scope of the PUC in a mid-term review as in the final 
findings dated 19^^ April 2005 concerning Acrylic Fibre and final findings dated 
22"^* May 2009 concerning Viscose Filament Yarn. 


c. The present review seeks to enhance the scope of the PUC beyond the definition 
given by the Authority. This cannot be entertained in a mid-term review 
investigation. Such an enlargement of scope is beyond the powers as laid down 
under Rule 23 of AD Rules. 


d. As regards modification of the product, it is submitted that only such changes can 
be clarified which existed during the original proceedings. Tolerance Is an 
enhancement of the product 
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e. The authority has not analysed any iota of evidence in its disclosure statement 
which empowers to enhance and also to modify the scope of the PUC. 

f. Current MTR has been filed not under changed circumstances but to correct an 
omission which is clearly an after-^thought. 

g. There have never been any oral discussions supported by written documents to 
specify tolerance level on trim-edge and mill-edge. The imports are of trim-edge 
and data submitted by the petitioner are also of trim-edge.*Therefore, if at all the 
Authority would recommend the tolerance level It should be restricted to trim-edge 
and mill-edge specifications should be dropped. 

h. Any inclusion of the tolerance level is not a clarification to the product as originally 
defined in the earlier investigation but a new insertion to the product scope. 
Therefore, any changes recommended will be prospective in nature from the date 
of new customs notification to be issued in pursuance of final findings of this 
review. 

i. It is the international practice not to provide any such tolerance limits as 
requested by the domestic industry. Instances cited are product from Spain (C- 
469 -804; USA) and Cold Rolled Steel Sheets from Argentina, Belgium etc. 
(4258-105 AD/1198: Canada) 

j. By specifying the tolerance limit the domestic Industry appears to bring within the 
scope of PUC such product whose minimum width is above 1250mm but up to 
1280mm. Tolerance should not be allowed as a backdoor way to bring in 
products that are not originally covered. 

k. Tolerance is for technical purposes but not for commercial purposes. The 
intention of the domestic industry is somehow to increase the scope of the PUC 
to 1280mm through this mid-term review. 
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I. Rule 23 does not allow DGAD to conduct scope reviews unless a power is 
specifically bestowed on the Authority, it cannot be exercised by the Authority. 
The conclusion that the consignments of the subject goods are being imported 
with width marginally above the 1250mm limit thereby escaping anti-dumping 
duty Is without any evidence. 


m. Whether DGAD have the power to clarify the product scope as appearing in the 
duty table is a question that has not been addressed in the disclosure statement. 


Comments of Domestic Industry 

a. There is no need to prescribe separate tolerances for the width ranging between 
600mm-1000mm. The said widths even after including the tolerances would 
remain as part of the subject goods. 

b. The Authority may prescribe tolerances without making any classification into mill- 
edge and trim-edge as there may be mis-declaration of the mill-edge material as 
trim-edge by the importers and it may not be possible for the custom authorities to 
physically check and verify the material in each consignment given the acute 
congestion on the ports. 

c. With regard to extent of tolerances, the same may not be specified taking into 
account any one or more international standards. The same ought to have been 
specified considering the specifications of the domestic industry. 

Examination by the Authority 

11. The Authority has taken note of the submissions, arguments and the evidence 
provided by the domestic industry, exporters and other interested parties including those 
placed on record post disclosure. The issues raised therein have been examined as 
under:- 
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a. The Authority notes that the domestic industry in its application dated 11th June 
2010 requested for the initiation of limited mid-term review for specification of 
width tolerances in the Product under Consideration so that the product is defined 
more accurately. 

b. The product under consideration in the initiation notification of the original 
investigation was defined as ‘Cold-roiled Flat products of staiiiBSs steel of the 
width of 600 mm or more of all series further worked then Cold rolled (cold 
reduced)’. 

c. The product under consideration in the final findings of the original investigation 
was defined as ‘Cold-rolled Flat products of stainless steel of the width of 600 mm 
uptol 250mm of all series further worked then Cold rolled (cold reduced) with a 
thickness of up to 4mm’. The Authority also excluded certain grades / types 
stated above from the purview of the product under consideration. 

d. The basic ground for seeking a mid-term review by the domestic industry was that 
in the absence of specification of tolerances even the widths upto 1250mm 
escape duty as imported widths including the tolerances may marginally exceed 
the cut-off point. The domestic industry therefore, by way of present review 
application, requested for specification of tolerances (+50mm) in the product 
under consideration. 

e. The interested parties have argued that there is no provision under the Indian law 
which provides for a limited or scope or tolerances review. According to them, 
Rule 23 provides only for changed circumstances review and that the provisions 
of this Rule are not wide enough to cover the present review. The Authority notes 
that it is an undisputed position that the powers of Rule 23 prescribe for the 
changed circumstances review even when the same is not specifically mentioned 
in the Rule. None of the interested parties has denied that changed 
circumstances review is permissible under the said Rule. The Authority also notes 
that there is no indication in Rule 23 which suggests that the powers of the 
Designated Authority under Rule 23 need to be read in a restrictive or limited 
manner. In other words, an MTR can be initiated on the basis of any relevant 
factor depending upon the facts and circumstances of each case. 
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f. The Authority also notes the argument of the Domestic Industry that the 
investigations concerning "change in name” of the cooperating exporters has also 
been carried out under Ruie 23 m .d no interested party has ever denied or 
questioned the legality of such investigations. If Rule 23 is read in a restricted 
sense, as is being proposed by the exporters, there will be many situations where 
the genuine issues will be rendered remedy-less. In any case, the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court in the case of Rishiroop Polymers Private Limited Vs. Designated 
Authority [2006 (196) ELT 385 (SC)] has not suggested that the powers of the 
Designated Authority are restricted in terms of Rule 23. 

g. With regard to present case being a circumvention case as alleged by the 
interested parties, the Authority finds that the domestic industry used the word 
“circumvent” in its application in the general sense and not in the technical sense 
particularly when there is no law defining circumvention In the country. It is noted 
that the circumvention in a technical sense would occur when the product itself is 
partially or marginally modified to avoid the duties, which Is clearly not the present 
case where the product which was investigated remains the same. 

h. The Authority notes that the interested parties have stated that scope review is 
limited to restriction/reduction and cannot be read as enhancement of scope. The 
Authority notes that the present review Is not for enhancement of product ^cope 
but is for clarification with regard to prescribing tolerances in respect of width of 

. the product under consideration and no addition of new product has been 
requested. The Authority is of the view that the incorporation of width tolerance 
does not amount to bringing in a new product under Mid-Term Review nor does it 
involve any enhancement of product scope. 

i. The review only aims to clarify the specification of the product under 
consideration. 

j. As regards the submissions that there is no oral discussion or written 
submissions ever to specify tolerance level on trim-edge or mill-edge, the 
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Authority has followed the said classification as per ISO tolerance standard which 
the Authority considers as the most credible of international standards. 

k. As regards, the submission that there is no international practice to provide for 
tolerance limit, the Authority notes that there are also instances where tolerance 
limit has been prescribed as in the case of Audio Tapes in Cassettes from Japan, 
Korea and Hong Kong, OJ(1990) L313/5. In any case, the Authority holds that an 
MTR exercise is specific to the circumstances of a case. The Authority also 
reiterate the specification of width tolerance is only against the existing product 
and therefore, does not bring in a new product nor does it enhance the scope of 
PUC. 

Conclusion and Recommendation 

12. The Authority considers that the product under consideration in this case, by its 
very nature, cannot be produced to its exact dimension and needs tolerance. Further it 
is found that consignments of the subject goods are being imported with width 
marginally above the 1250mm limit, thereby escaping anti dumping duty. In the 
aforesaid circumstances, the Authority is of the view that the domestic industry requires 
relief in the form of width tolerance against the existing product to be specified in the 
duty table. Therefore, the Authority finds it necessary to clarify the product in the duty 
table of the original Final Findings by specifying the tolerance level for the width of the 
product differently for mill-edge and trim-edge. 

13. With regard to extent of tolerance, the Authority notes that the subject goods as 
produced on the mill does not conform to any definite contour and will have edge 
Imperfections like chapped, thin and damaged edges. Therefore, widths are never 
exactly the same as 1250mm but are invariably produced in higher widths. It is also 
noted that the parties to the investigation have disputed the extent of tolerance 
requested by the domestic industry/petitioner. Different exporters have indicated 
different tolerance levels according to different international/national standards, 

14. Further, with regard to tolerances of (+50)mm, requested by the petitioner, the 
interested parties have argued that the tolerance claimed by the domestic industry is 
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excessive and not consistent with the industry standards and the same are to be 
prescribed in accordance with the international standards. 

15. The Authority has noted the international standards such as ASTM A480/A480M- 
10, ISO 9445-2: 2009(E) and 8S EN10259. The width tolerance level under said 
standards is mentioned as under:- 

i) ASTM A480/A480M-10: 

Under this standard, width tolerance level is +4.0mm for specified width of 
600 mm to 1250 mm. 


ii) ISO 9445-2: 2009 (E) 



Width tolerance for specified 

Width Range of 600 mrn < w < 

1000 mm 

Width tolerance for specified 

Width Range of 1000 mm < w 

< 2100 mm 

Mill-edge products 

•E 25 mm 

+ 30 mm 

Trimmed-edge 

products 

+4.0 mrn 

+4.0 mm 


iii) BS EN10259 (British Stainless Steel Association); 

Under this standard, normal width tolerance is +4.0mm for a nominal width 
of 600 mm to 1250 mm. 

The Authority had consulted the concerned administrative Ministry, namely. 
Ministry of Steel in the matter and gathered information regarding width tolerance in CR 
Stainless Steel Flat products which is based on the inputs received from Steel Authority 
of India Limited, which is also a producer of the subject goods. The tolerance levels 
reported by the Ministry of Steel are found to match with the ISO standards. 

16. In view of above, the Authority considers tolerance levels in respect of the width 
of the product under consideration as per the ISO standard and accordingly adopts the 
same in respect of the product covered in the duty table in final findings No.14/6/2008- 
DGAD dated 24‘^ November, 2009 and also in the Ministry of Finance Notification 
No. 14/2010-Customs dated 20^^ February, 2010. Accordingly, the Authority recommends 
the following width tolerance level in respect of the product mentioned in the duty table 
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in the notification No.14/6/2008-PGAD dated 24*' November, 2009 and Customs 
Notification No.14/2010-Customs dated 20*' February, 2010;- 

Mill Edge 


width tolerance for specified Width Range of 1000 inm 
< w < 1250mm 


(+) 30 mm 


Trim Edge 


Width tolerance for specified Width Range of 1000 mm 
< w < 1250mm 


(+) 4 mm 


17. An appeal against this order shall lie before the Customs, Excise and Service tax 
Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the relevant provisions of the Act. 

VIJAYLAXMIJOSHI, Designated Authority 
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